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Response to Amendment 

1 . This action is in response to Amendment B filed on 1 1/23/2005. Claims 26-27 
were added as new. This action is Final. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,2,1 1,17,21,22,23,25,26,27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Reha et al ("Reha", US 6,282,709) in view of Shima et al 
("Shima", US 6,295,479). 

As per independent claim 1 , Reha discloses client/server system comprising a 
plurality of computers connected to a network, wherein: a server on the network 
possesses button information which is data on menu buttons operating in connection 
with a client application introduced into a client computer (Column 3 lines 38-67), and 
the server has a function of transmitting the button information to the client computer 
(Column 4 lines 1-21)); and the client application comprises a program which causes 
the client computer to provide a function of communicating with the server to obtain the 
button information from the server (Column 3 lines 38-47), a function of displaying menu 
buttons on a display in combination with a GUI screen of the client application according 
to the button information obtained (Column 6 lines 33-59). Reha does not expressly 
point out button information for the menus. However, Shima teaches button information 
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which is data on menu buttons (Column 21 lines 9-47) and a function of performing 
operations defined for the displayed menu buttons (Column 21 lines 9-47). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the button 
information and definitions of Shima with the system of Reha. Motivation to do so would 
have been to provide a way to enforce a certain "look and feel" of the graphical user 
interface. 

As per claim 2, which is dependent on claim 1 , Reha-Shima teaches the GUI 
screen of the client application has an update button operated by a user to instruct the 
menu buttons to be updated (Reha, Column 7 lines 21-27); and when the update button 
is operated, the client application transmits an update request to the server, and in 
response to the update request the server provides the button information to the client 
application (Reha, Column 5 lines 31-52). 

As per claim 1 1 , which is dependent on claim 1 , Reha-Shima teaches a system 
wherein the button information includes button IDs as unique identification codes 
defined for the menu buttons (Shima, Column 14 lines 22-34), condition flags used to 
determine whether the menu buttons are enabled or disabled (Shima, Column 14 lines 
35-56), action types which are condition flags used to determine operation of the menu 
buttons, and information used to identify images of the menu buttons (Shima, Column 
14 lines 35-56). 

As per claim 17, which is dependent on claim 11, Reha-Shima teaches the GUI 
screen of the client application has an update button operated by a user to instruct the 
menu buttons to be updated (Reha, Column 7 lines 21-27); and when the update button 
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is operated, the client application transmits an update request to the server, and in 
response to the update request the server provides the button information to the client 
application (Reha, Column 5 lines 31-52). 

As per claim 21 , which is dependent on claim 1 1 , Reha-Shima teaches a system 
wherein the server transmits list information on button IDs of new menu buttons to be 
incorporated to the client application which has requested the menu buttons to be 
updated (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-43), to the client application which has requested the 
current menu buttons to be updated; upon receiving the list information on button IDs, 
the client application compares the button IDs described in the list information with the 
button IDs in the button information saved in a storage device of the client computer, 
and requests the server to obtain the button information on the button IDs described in 
the list information only if these button IDs are different from the button IDs in the button 
information (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-65); and the server transmits the button 
information on the requested button IDs to the client application (Reha, Column 9 lines 
33-65). 

As per independent claim 22, Reha discloses a button updating method of a 
client application, comprising the steps of: constructing a client/server system by 
connecting client computers and a server together via a network (Column 3 lines 38-67, 
Column 4 lines 1-21); storing, in a menu button information database of the server, 
button information which is data on menu buttons operating in connection with a client 
application introduced into each of the client computers (Column 3 lines 38-67, Column 
4 lines 1-21); activating the client application to communicate with the server to obtain 
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button information therefrom (Column 3 lines 38-47); displaying the menu buttons on a 
display in combination with a GUI screen of the client application according to the button 
information obtained (Column 6 lines 33-59); However, Shima teaches button 
information which is data on menu buttons (Column 21 lines 9-47) and enabling 
operations defined for the displayed menu buttons ([0034] lines 8-13). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the button 
information and definitions of Shima with the system of Reha. Motivation to do so would 
have been to provide a way to enforce a certain "look and feel" of the graphical user 
interface. 

As per claim 23, which is dependent on claim 22, Reha-Shima teaches a system 
wherein the button information includes button IDs as unique identification codes 
defined for the menu buttons (Shima, Column 14 lines 22-34), condition flags used to 
determine whether the menu buttons are enabled or disabled (Shima, Column 14 lines 
35-56), action types which are condition flags used to determine operation of the menu 
buttons, and information used to identify images of the menu buttons (Shima, Column 
14 lines 35-56); the server transmits, to the client application which has requested the 
menu buttons to be updated, list information on button IDs of new menu buttons to be 
incorporated (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-43), to the client application which has 
requested the current menu buttons to be updated; upon receiving the list information 
on button IDs, the client application compares the button IDs described in the list 
information with the button IDs in the button information saved in a storage device of the 
client computer, and requests the server to obtain the button information on the button 
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IDs described in the list information only if these button IDs are different from the button 
IDs in the button information (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-65); and the server transmits the 
button information on the requested button IDs to the client application (Reha, Column 9 
lines 33-65). 

As per claim 25, which is dependent on claim 24, Reha-Shima teaches a system 
wherein the button information includes button IDs as unique identification codes 
defined for the menu buttons (Shima, Column 14 lines 22-34), condition flags used to 
determine whether the menu buttons are enabled or disabled (Shima, Column 14 lines 
35-56), action types which are condition flags used to determine operation of the menu 
buttons, and information used to identify images of the menu buttons (Shima, Column 
14 lines 35-56); the server transmits, to the client application which has requested the 
menu buttons to be updated, list information on button IDs of new menu buttons to be 
incorporated (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-43), to the client application which has 
requested the current menu buttons to be updated; upon receiving the list information 
on button IDs, the client application compares the button IDs described in the list 
information with the button IDs in the button information saved in a storage device of the 
client computer, and requests the server to obtain the button information on the button 
IDs described in the list information only if these button IDs are different from the button 
IDs in the button information (Reha, Column 9 lines 33-65); and the server transmits the 
button information on the requested button IDs to the client application (Reha, Column 9 
lines 33-65). 
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As per claim 26, which is dependent on claim 1 , Reha-Shima discloses the 
system wherein the server automatically determines the menu button information to 
send to the client application (Reha, Column 9 lines 52-65). 

Claim 27 is similar in scope to that of claim 26, and is therefore rejected under 
similar rationale. 



2. Claims 3,14,18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Reha et al ("Reha", US 6,282,709) and Shima et al ("Shima", US 6,295,479) in view of 
Manolis et al ("Manolis", US 6,583,799). 

As per claim 3, which is dependent on claim 1, Reha-Shima fails to disclose the 
application comprising an image viewer with a browsing function. However, Manolis 
teaches a system wherein: the client application comprises an image viewer which 
causes the client computer to provide an image transmitting and receiving function and 
an image browsing function (Figure 9); and the menu buttons are image transmitting 
GUI buttons for which a destination of an image is set (Figure 9; upload and browse). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the system of Reha-Shima with the teaching of Manolis. Motivation to do so 
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would have been a design choice since the environment of the menu does not affect the 
functionality of the personalized interface. 

As per claim 14, which is dependent on claim 12, Reha-Shima fails to disclose 
the application comprising an image viewer with a browsing function. However, Manolis 
teaches a system wherein: the client application comprises an image viewer which 
causes the client computer to provide an image transmitting and receiving function and 
an image browsing function (Figure 9); and the menu buttons are image transmitting 
GUI buttons for which a destination of an image is set (Figure 9; upload and browse). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the system of Reha-Shima with the teaching of Manolis. Motivation to. do so 
would have been a design choice since the environment of the menu does not affect the 
functionality of the personalized interface. 

As per claim 18, which is dependent on claim 11, Reha-Shima fails to disclose 
the application comprising an image viewer with a browsing function. However, Manolis 
teaches a system wherein: the client application comprises an image viewer which 
causes the client computer to provide an image transmitting and receiving function and 
an image browsing function (Figure 9); and the menu buttons are image transmitting 
GUI buttons for which a destination of an image is set (Figure 9; upload and browse). 
Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to 
combine the system of Reha-Shima with the teaching of Manolis. Motivation to do so 
would have been a design choice since the environment of the menu does not affect the 
functionality of the personalized interface. 
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Claims 4,5,6,7,9,10,12,13,15,16,19,20,24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Reha et al ("Reha", US 6,282,709) and Shima et al ("Shima", 
US 6,295,479) in view of Brennan et al ("Brennan", US 2002/0077829). 

As per claim 4, which is dependent on claim 1, Reha-Shima teaches a 
personalization system, but does not distinctly point out specifically storing and 
distributing the information. However, Brennan discloses a system wherein: the server 
comprises: a database which stores personal information on users who activate the 
client application to access the server ([0033] lines 6-11); and a distribution button 
determining device which determines contents of the menu buttons to be distributed to 
the users on the basis of the users' personal information ([0034] lines 13-14); and the 
button information on the menu buttons determined by the distribution button 
determining device is delivered to the client application ([0033] lines 24-28). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
interface personalization system of Brennan with the system of Reha-Shima. Motivation 
to do so would have been to tailor an interface to a user so that unwanted elements are 
not included making the interface simpler. 
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As per claim 5, which is dependent on claim 4, Reha-Shima-Brennan discloses a 
system wherein: the personal information on the users is registered in the database 
using an online user registering function of the client application (Brennan, [0033] lines 
4-6); upon registration, each user is provided with a user ID which is a unique 
identification code (Brennan, Figure 3; access number); and subsequent requests from 
the client application to the server are provided with the user ID so as to authenticate 
the user ID (Brennan, [0033] lines ^^authentication procedure). 

As per claim 6, which is dependent on claim 1, Reha-Shima-Brennan discloses a 
system wherein: an effective start date and time and an effective end date and time are 
set as parameters for the button information (Brennan, [0029] lines 1-5); and the client 
application provides a function of displaying the menu buttons only during this period 
(Brennan, [0029] lines 1-5, Shima, Column 21 lines 9-47 ). 

As per claim 7, which is dependent on claim 6, Reha-Shima-Brennan teaches the 
GUI screen of the client application has an update button operated by a user to instruct 
the menu buttons to be updated (Reha, Column 7 lines 21-27); and when the update 
button is operated, the client application transmits an update request to the server, and 
in response to the update request the server provides the button information to the 
client application (Reha, Column 5 lines 31-52). 

As per claim 9, which is dependent on claim 6, Reha-Shima-Brennan discloses a 
system wherein: the server comprises: a database which stores personal information on 
users who activate the client application to access the server (Brennan, [0033] lines 6- 
1 1 ); and a distribution button determining device which determines contents of the 
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menu buttons to be distributed to the users on the basis of the users' personal 
information (Brennan, [0034] lines 13-14); and the button information on the menu 
buttons determined by the distribution button determining device is delivered to the 
client application (Brennan, [0033] lines 24-28). 

As per claim 10, which is dependent on claim 9, Reha-Shima-Brennan discloses 
a system wherein: the personal information on the users is registered in the database 
using an online user registering function of the client application (Brennan, [0033] lines 
4-6); upon registration, each user is provided with a user ID which is a unique 
identification code (Brennan, Figure 3; access number)] and subsequent requests from 
the client application to the server are provided with the user ID so as to authenticate 
the user ID (Brennan, [0033] lines 4-6\authentication procedure). 

As per claim 12, which is dependent on claim 11, Reha-Shima-Brennan 
discloses a system wherein: an effective start date and time and an effective end date 
and time are set as parameters for the button information (Brennan, [0029] lines 1-5); 
and the client application provides a function of displaying the menu buttons only during 
this period (Brennan, [0029] lines 1-5). 

As per claim 13, which is dependent on claim 12, Reha-Shima-Brennan teaches 
the GUI screen of the client application has an update button operated by a user to 
instruct the menu buttons to be updated (Reha, Column 7 lines 21-27); and when the 
update button is operated, the client application transmits an update request to the 
server, and in response to the update request the server provides the button information 
to the client application (Reha, Column 5 lines 31-52). 
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As per claim 15, which is dependent on claim 12, Reha-Shima teaches a 
personalization system, but does not distinctly point out specifically storing and 
distributing the information. However, Brennan discloses a system wherein: the server 
comprises: a database which stores personal information on users who activate the 
client application to access the server ([0033] lines 6-11); and a distribution button 
determining device which determines contents of the menu buttons to be distributed to 
the users on the basis of the users' personal information ([0034] lines 13-14); and the 
button information on the menu buttons determined by the distribution button 
determining device is delivered to the client application ([0033] lines 24-28). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
interface personalization system of Brennan with the system of Reha-Shima. Motivation 
to do so would have been to tailor an interface to a user so that unwanted elements are 
not included making the interface simpler. 

As per claim 16, which is dependent on claim 15, Reha-Shima-Brennan 
discloses a system wherein: the personal information on the users is registered in the 
database using an online user registering function of the client application (Brennan, 
[0033] lines 4-6); upon registration, each user is provided with a user ID which is a 
unique identification code (Brennan, Figure 3; access number)] and subsequent 
requests from the client application to the server are provided with the user ID so as to 
authenticate the user ID (Brennan, [0033] lines ^-^authentication procedure). 

As per claim 19, which is dependent on claim 11, Reha-Shima teaches a 
personalization system, but does not distinctly point out specifically storing and 
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distributing the information. However, Brennan discloses a system wherein: the server 
comprises: a database which stores personal information on users who activate the 
client application to access the server ([0033] lines 6-1 1 ); and a distribution button 
determining device which determines contents of the menu buttons to be distributed to 
the users on the basis of the users' personal information ([0034] lines 13-14); and the 
button information on the menu buttons determined by the distribution button 
determining device is delivered to the client application ([0033] lines 24-28). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
interface personalization system of Brennan with the system of Reha-Shima. Motivation 
to do so would have been to tailor an interface to a user so that unwanted elements are 
not included making the interface simpler. 

As per claim 20, which is dependent on claim 19, Reha-Shima-Brennan 
discloses a system wherein: the personal information on the users is registered in the 
database using an online user registering function of the client application (Brennan, 
[0033] lines 4-6); upon registration, each user is provided with a user ID which is a 
unique identification code (Brennan, Figure 3; access number)] and subsequent 
requests from the client application to the server are provided with the user ID so as to 
authenticate the user ID (Brennan, [0033] lines 4-6\authentication procedure). 

As per claim 24, which is dependent on claim 22, Reha-Shima teaches a 
personalization system, but does not distinctly point out specifically storing and 
distributing the information. However, Brennan discloses a system wherein: the server 
comprises: a database which stores personal information on users who activate the 
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client application to access the server ([0033] lines 6-11); and a distribution button 
determining device which determines contents of the menu buttons to be distributed to 
the users on the basis of the users' personal information ([0034] lines 13-14); and the 
button information on the menu buttons determined by the distribution button 
determining device is delivered to the client application ([0033] lines 24-28). Therefore it 
would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention to combine the 
interface personalization system of Brennan with the system of Reha-Shima. Motivation 
to do so would have been to tailor an interface to a user so that unwanted elements are 
not included making the interface simpler. 

3. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Reha et 
al ("Reha", US 6,282,709) and Shima et al ("Shima", US 6,295,479) and Brennan et al 
("Brennan", US 2002/0077829) in view of Manolis et al ("Manolis", US 6,583,799). 

As per claim 8, which is dependent on claim 6, Reha-Shima-Brennan fails to 
disclose the application comprising an image viewer with a browsing function. However, 
Manolis teaches a system wherein: the client application comprises an image viewer 
which causes the client computer to provide an image transmitting and receiving 
function and an image browsing function (Figure 9); and the menu buttons are image 
transmitting GUI buttons for which a destination of an image is set (Figure 9; upload and 
browse). Therefore it would have been obvious to an artisan at the time of the invention 
to combine the system of Reha-Shima-Brennan with the teaching of Manolis. Motivation 



Application/Control Number: 10/046,175 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2174 

to do so would have been a design choice since the environment of the menu does not 
affect the functionality of the personalized interface. 



Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 



Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ryan F Pitaro whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4071 . The examiner can normally be reached on 7:00am - 4:30pm Monday through 
Thursday and on alternating Fridays. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid can be reached on 571-272-4063. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

Ryan Pitaro 

Art Unit 21 74 . . 



Patent Examiner 
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